


It is customary or. oc'asions like this for the specter to begin with a 
compliment to his host. 1 have what 1 intend as a compliment: ^This is the first 
speech x have ever prepared in advance. 

I have made kEHSrsdsxsfesHS ouite a few ten the east year. Hot a single one 

n 

was prepared. This is not because I am lazy. x t is simply that 1 have been too busy 
v/riting other things and, as you better than most know, it comes out better and 

f 

fresher, more spontaneous^ if it is unrehearsed. I do not know how hap-y either of 
us will be with this,, my first experience at reading a speech, but please believe 
me when I say at is a measure of the importance I attach to your a*seassociation and 

/l 

what it symbolizes. Otherwise, I* d not be doing it and I’d not b» here. 

Some of you may regard this as less than a compliment, jP ' the rs as the 
last complimentary thing I have to sayy tonight. But hear me out, whether you like 
what 1 hr- ve—fe-e- say or not; sa4, if you do not 02 ^ 'you disagree, let us^have it oulL 
’That has been most lacking since the first bullet splat into the body of John F. 

Kennedy on November 22, J963, and h e^ wa V teal djrkis t he re e ft e r' consigned to history 
with the dubious epitaph of a fake inquest is a genuine dialogue. Perhaps, belatedly 
it can begin tonight. 

This lack, this absence of any genuine discussion in the press, does not 
originate with you and symbolize. is but p6 rt of the total abdication 



of tisw 



iirbe li ghtens' 



lr~coBS Rur.it y on this subject. A proper foundation was laid for it. 



Our society adjusted remarkably well to the shock of the murder of: /the 

president. The transfer of powsarwas smooth and steady. Government continued without 

J}u 

interruption. No additional crises followed the assassination. t r.moyte, gsi jgt y z :: 2 

m £tS+<t rbi^b / 

ur society was essentially uni»ge u .. bl e y by the loss of the head of govern 



ment. 



ve survived ^rither well, and perhaps it is a credit to 



all involved, fYorn the new President down, that this hap -ened, that re came out 
of the assassination with no thnf-at to the eovernment, no interference with its 

a n 
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authority and-fefee rendering of «*e- essential service! Nor was there any change in 
xundamentsl policies. Superficially, every thing was smooth, went well. 

StetzBMsaeBisiyzias. mtzye* (Bur society did begin to crumble that 
awful day, not when the bullets found their nark but when the accused assassin 
was seized by public authority. Lee Harvey Oswald was to me on una/etizing man, 
yet Bl0 “ hose criticial of what our government has done x have insisted from 

my first wWirord on ouVc at tfcaj from the Commission's own be3t evidence he 
could have killed no one- not the President, and not officer J.D. Tipnit. I defend 
him not from affection, 

for 1 haM no liking for him. i defend him to defend our law, to support our 



society. Parenthetically, l hope you will understand that my criticism of what 

<■ iia 'Jut' jLc /' 

government did and is no more subversive that! the overturning of an 

erroneous court decision, '"e do not fepeet infallability of public servants. 

Man is human. errs. Jesus did trust Judas. he assume man will make mistakes 

can — ~ * 

'e take for e rsllted our courts do wrong, and our entire concept and organization 

of justice is based on this assumption. The mechanism for the correction of 
expectable error is built in. At the root. The strength of our society is its 
dedication to right and to rights- g 0 it is really a dedication to the steength- 
emng ^f our society to criticize it, to insist that it function as it should, 

X 

to demand the righting of wrong. 

Because he was systematically, publiclyy£lagrsntly- denied of all of his 

rights from the moment of his apprehension, with the arrest of Lee Harvey uswald 

our society did_ begin to fall apart. Pith the denial to him of his right s/^L^of 

. . .O 

us, mdividual’y, lost some ours. C 0 1 actively, when he was killed while in 

/ 

the hands of public authority and only because public authority made it possible, 
we lost additional rights that we have not yet recovered. We have the right to 
ini st s upon the proper functioning of society - to demand that the law he upheld aid 
Enforced - that it work, when Oswald was murdered - and I reemphasize that he was 
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and could have been onl^be cause public authority made it possible - we were 
each and every one of us, denied the protection of our laws^and our laws and 
their protection 'were undermined. . ; , 

b* J r 

Should you desire, I will l<^ej ppoo - ify for y 



for brevity I hope you 

wiol take my word for it that this man was denied every one of the protections we 

9 

have always assumed each of us has. He was denied the right 
unbiased jury by the organized corruption of the public rnirsd 'ey -a ceaseless 

y stream of false and highly prejudicial misinformation amounting to a propaganda 

'e+H i/t 4 / 

campaign sgsinst him* Is "tliare a ¥ j o i juror wbo liid not have his ni nd. 
captured from the first by that outpouring of a o i ws u calculated falsehood about 

9 ‘ j 

this man? He was denied a lawySer of his choice, although tfie have been assured ,-the 
opposite. Even when the delegation from the Dallas chapter of the American ~ivml- 
Xiberties Union was in the buiiixng and Oswald begged for them, this delegation v;as 

A 

thrice assured §y responsible of ficials ’what was totally false - that Oswald is*4 



insisted he wanted no lawyer. He was framed by the most obvious techniques, including 

identificsticii'automatic. was persist- 



dishonest "lineuos” that made his d 



I J 

ently quest ion^over his record? objection# that he did not want to speak without his 
lawyer. T^is is one of the few things on which the skimpy .re cmr/i s-o f his interroga- 
tions agree, for there is no real record. There was no stenographer, no/ tape 
recording. Can you imagine there would be none had he confessed'; There is not 
today a single word of a single handwritten note of a single one of the dozen or 
so officials who then questioned Oswald. A ?re idant was murdered, a single man 

was accused of the crime, and there is not now and not for history any record of 

/ 

what he was asked or what he said! 

tineludiar the most fundamental right to life,J 
That he was denied ail his rights)' when the police allowed him to be killed, 

is in my concept no more important than the feet that thus symbolized the loss of 

ell their rights by the 200,000,000 other Americans not then murdered. The rights 
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of each of us are important, but no lessj so than the rights of all, the rights of 
society. So, when, il of public authority combined to take a. ay the rights of 
Lee Harvey Oswald - each end every one of them - each of us lost his rights and 
all of us were denied the functioning of our law. 

This happened - this could happens*- only because of the a8di cation 

of those whose nega a responsibility it is to keep such things from happening. As 
I see it, three major elements of organized society are involved, t'nojl immediately. 

First, the lawyers. ”'ith them, the press. Then, ana we can not insist 
immediately, the so-called intellectuals, which in actuality means what has come to 
be called "the eastern intellectual community". 

-t is from these three groups that we expect and should be able to expect 

the defense of society and the defense of the individual^. 

7,'e did not get it. Not then, not since. Not when Oswald was killed, not 

when the Commission began to function, not with the isuance of its Report that 
pretends to be other than it is, and certainly not with the appearance of books 
analyzing and criticizing the entire mess, ^ special "y what , th p fede r a l — go vcrnaon -t 

t ip4. ft ^ 7 ^ 

gird - on 3 did not -dov. of which I am proud my firstfwas the first. 

That there was no Zola among the intellects is no surprise to one who has 
observed their mutual navel-contemplations, their answer to the continuing crises 
of the 1' st half of the 20th century. 



iJlU, 



V/ 

• That the legal profession was silent - worse -ajtthat its a»4Jj/6rganization 

1oU,w.£-iL^T5 tA J j 



willingly stir /the| official whitewash - is shook ana Lt <gs a . =air.pri ,se , 

S/ 6-M 



as it is a 



of the climate of fear and of the s afri jfo/ficnc of well-paid 

in recent years~c4>2^. 



complacency. Lt is particularly surprising to me fo’r tjc e r o i 
been an increasing number of lawyers, both young add just starting and experienced 
and well situated, who have willingly and without pay undertaken the defenses of 
the Mirandas and the Gideons. L e t a thug, a murderer or a whore ne°d a lawyer and 
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he is there. This is' as it should be, and it is a glory to our country. But 
let society need defense counsel, and there is none save the unknown, my 
knowledge, of aL 1 the countless thousands of lawyers in the entire land, there iras 
but one who raised his voice, a single man who said this' is wrong and I oppose it, 
and he came late, after Oswald was murdered, after -the Commission ha d been o to'&tir 
established and was functioning. I think that in the history of this period Mark 
Lane will be remembered, as I believe he should be, because he did try an 

f 

and undertake a defense of Oswald before the Commission. 

A s a writer it is more distressing to me- that those T symbolize failed 



‘ < ~fhe working daily press produced no Lincoln Steffen^- 
P-aia^= ¥j— Ando ^soj^.. 'Those you s ya b eliz g produced no Zenger. 

T- rr ~ t o /he ^y^-fr- I intend no personal insult. From 



/t 



how on when I say "you” I mean, in its broadest sense, the ownership and management of 
the press, 

"You" failed more than any others, more completely, more hurt fully, more 



3 gut'll linllftA Myt' ’ 



shamefully. I speak with some bitterness of this in the epilggue to my second 
Although I feel this deeply, I do not assail you with it. Instead l refer you to 
it, h-ping some of you will take the time to consider my disappointments and 
disgust. I spring from a culture in which man was not born to freedom, so ^ahliws 
perhaps freedom means more to me and I expect more of and am less tolerant ssxxi ±sx 
those upon whom we depend for its defense when they fail us. 

It is the traditional, the honorable, and the Quintessential responsibility 
of the press in our society tc police all the rest of it, to keep the politicians^ 
honest, to expose the crooks, and above all, to inform the electorate. A society 
such as ous> can work only when citiziens are fully and accurately informed. They 
have but on^s source of the information they reguire for them to discharge their 
responsibilities, and that is you. If you do not seek out the truth for them and 
do not make it available to them, they cannot be the informed ari^ concerned 
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you didn’t, ^ou really did, and you enjoyed it, for you were psid^, 

<7 

tion, g - ^ T r d l ■ : with exciting ''copy. 



;h sensa- 



There was no enterprize in journalism when the President was murdered. 

Let ~e olve you a simple and Quite comprehensible example from VIIITENAHTI II: THE 
EBI- SECRET SERVICE COVSRTJP. Alert media representatives the day of the assassination 
& | noted that in the very first picture to hit the wires, a picture of the first floor 
of the X exa s School Book Depository -“uilding, Lee Harvey usw&ld seemed to be oo- 
serviri:' the assassination he was then said to have oeen committing iron six noons 
above. James 77. Altgens, an experience^ AP photographer, snapped that picture about 
half-way through the few seconds the assassination required. Behind the President, 
clearly seen grasping st his bullet- ridd^s^ihroat, there is this man with' 



j 4U t< _ L4 ffU. MtfMKL Jycc-hi^c ^ 

1 striking resemblance to Oswald. 7 7, , " 7 - /' i . , 

I Uw il aw trrlvx *M- 7t*i*c7»4 him J h^to w *tl**fA ~ 

\ ' , L n 1 .. # The government let it be known that this was not uswald ’out another man,. 

: /] I tvM 

Billy Nolan Love lady. Indeed, Lovelady so declared, then and later to the Conr.is -ion. 



■ Had there not been the enormous amount of contradictory information 

si 

p 

immediately available, had theJN^not teen the oatUroAff dubious behavior of the 

Ji 

ioli.ce qnd all of public authority, had there not been the obvious unanswered 

/tvO-w, 



I Hv'V V w-foT 

■]' — “ questions*? !* h: 



his was just too good, too important a story to forget> The govern- 



h 

sked the vlft J »ilir ‘ 



ment leaked the ^ ifelligea -ee that it was not vs'sali and was Lovelady and you 

YlTUS uf~ \ 



a®*- accepted it. 



Now there was a very simple means of determining whether os not it was 

(j H rhJ/jS-rf-i t/J 

■ L ‘oT°lady. The man in that picture is wearing an unusual shirt ..How long would 

A^/np/ . / l n , 

you '*#rj a cub reporter afcs: 2 #=® th or w v o r y who missed this obvious clue • 

You dof, not and did not need the official evidence 1 used. The truth 
was easily determined, a reporter knocks on ■‘■‘ovelady’ s do r and as.-cs to see uhe 
shirt. J-f Lovelady can.;ot produce the shirt, could he have been sraering it* 

, 1953, No reporter asked LlU-l^lu. 



The President was x-i^Napg. murdered November 22 
to produce the suiro ue ^07 uuo u 



Ihent was muraereu woveiuusr T"*- — a / A 

/ [ &W to; CJ 

he shirt he wffT^that day,.g a? rir . fr . Hot until February &9^ more than 
three months and God alone knows how many interviews later did the EBI/RJn that 




« 



day A-ovelady appeared at the FBI’s Dali s office where he was photographed 
in the short he was wearing. The FBI dutifully filed a report with Washington 
headquarters and sent alon^. an 8x10 glossy print of three different pictures taken 
of Lovelady in the shirt he was wearing when the Pre ;ident was murdered. 

The Texas School Book Depository has more thai three-score employees. 

They were questioned repetitiously , bttLthe Secret Service, the FBI and the 






fK- 

^ommission. Not one was asted to describe the shirt he may have seen^either 

Oswald or Lovelady. -‘-'ovelady appeared before the Commission after endless interro- 
gation and reinterrogation - on April 7, 1964. This vs 38 days after he was photo- 
graphed by the FBI in the shirt ho wore to the assassination. Joseph Ball, one 
of California’s most prominent lawyers, a man whose firm is so eminent it can 
entice a defeated governor to join it, asked the questions for the Commission. 

Joe Ball did not ask the question you would have expected of the average, 
intelligent «ub reporter, jfe did not asks •‘-■ovelady to Produce the shirt he was 

Iv't/lt 



mg 



I’ugS .-e d while the crime of the century vras being 



yfqk k. j 

committed. He did not Lovelady pie scribe the shirt 

•inted" evidence^ist estimat 






jhe Oorrmission T s print 



i .v 



ted to total about 10,000,000 

words. There are 11 volumes of what for lack of a more adequate — -refe In the language 

lr(A h. tv 

has come to be called "evidence”. These volume §-&s^/a Imost a thousand pages each. 

In them you will find, carefully reproduced by facsimile and usually 
inco rorehensible the most awful collection of trash, trivia and junk inife~~our 



J 



psgejr o f 



national history. Road maps, directories of various sorts, p ( 

frm 

reproduct ionj of pocket notebooks, three different^ ontraaictory versions of the 



same nolice radio log 



page o^ pic 



bout which there was no question 



■aisedj and ps»ge after 



ctures of hard faced and soft ^die^ Ruby strippers. 

’That you will not find is the FBI’s picture of Billy M 0 lon Lovelady 
in the shirt he said ho was wearing while he watched the president's murder, the 
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shirt that can. prove he is the man in the picture. For this and the accompanying 

v V&v - / 

FBTff Report there is no space iiT~Se very large books, '10,000,000 words of "evidence - ’. 

I 

Both the report anl the picture were in the Commission's possession. That 
is where I got them. 



the ^rig 



In fact, there are two FBI reports, each in a different file. There is 
ginal report - l have it- with me and you can examine it if you so desire- 



snd £ summary nemoraddum report. Both use the same language. i-ovelady told the 



FBI and the FBI told the Commission he was wearing a"red and white striped shirt" 

He™ is i. (aw). to M A’ *™**YA*o) ■fUt <tu FV1 i fU 

/W- fputf / /bsShJJ ■ 

» 3erh'?os you may doubt that Oswald was on the first floor watching the , 



j p"5 = fr that tiny fraction of time aa- id tu have 



assassination > > o ^r KTrwrrssa Q^_h a.vAa g that tmy 'fracmion of time aa- iu-to nave 

CF\yv-Yn^~F^( ^ } 

/from six storeys above. -*■ believe he was on the first floor, and 
h /or'f' Ff ~ 

this is by no means all the €vid nee suppressed or y misrepresented by the govern- 



ment. Whether you believe Oswald is or is not in the Altgens picture, can you 
possibly believe on the basis of this evidence that it could h ve been ^ ore lady"; 

Can you believe teat the FBI and all those on the Commission who knew of 
this evidence shoudjL hove been silent/ Can you conceive of a reason consistent 
with honesty and integrity of purpose IsSst' suppress e^^this evidence from the 
record'-' Can you find an honorably, reason for it not to be in the 900 pages of 
the official Report, that politicial placebo designed for pacification and placating, 
fijot for a solution to the crime- 

This is but one example. There are hundreds. I will discuss them with you 
as long as you want, all night if necessary, and I promise there are so mm y I ib ed 



not repeat myself. 

So, in addressing myself to the integrity of government I am also . 
addressing the integrity of the press, your integrity. The - ge - ^ another a'kp&sfi of 



-the pressj -rK 



book publishers. I approached more than 




1 
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a hundred, more than 60 in the United Otates alone. Uith virtually no adverse 
editorial comment and with a surprising recurrence of the prediction that the book 
would beinrofi table, I could pot get it published. Fortunately, I was able to 
publish it myself. I would not have been able to, for ^Cas without income and in 



debt, had there not been a :c sox xz u . : i ;c~: x s ;t sn n : : m’s " " n r i n t o r with sufficient /dedication 

r XX 

to the freedom of the press to mint «£=ss^»~ on oe guilt ., credit. The endorsement I 

i ChpfrfLl*- A TV^A^Lfty/' 

give mj printer is stronger, for he knew that hi ^ i-pgsdioossor had agresdkro print 

r 

the book, had destroyed the plates after nude ing them and without consults ti/yfjS'Wwfefe 
me, 8nd had specified fear of the government was his reason. 

So, this fear, which I believo is self-imposed and -ratei » i by 



without warrant, s 



controls what can be published as a 



book. I believe a different fear explains the disgraceful de arture f on the 



noble tradition of the American newspapers and electronic media. ^'Regardless of tb 



the fact and the result are evident An American President can be killed 

■> 4- „ A i. "U • .1 . 1 _ n i . * — . « i i ^ — i — ' 



aiid consigned to history with the dubious epitaph 



o* a isree inquest, second- 



hand archive staffed part-time and in every way inadequate, and with questions 
within the capacity of man to answer that are not answered ana in most cases not 
even asked. 

I believe that when this can happen -and it has - no President is safe, 
the institution of the presidency is not safe, and the basic instit .tubas of our 

d£ 

society are in jeopardy. I do not labor the point, but I ask you to think about it. 

A. 

Having made fes=fee these serious charges against you, having accepted your 
hospitality and your challenge, I owe| you more than pro forma pleasantries. To me, 
the subject of the ^ Kennedy assassination is touchstone issue. It / is not alone 

trWfch and justice thatjjwe seek, important as they are; not alone the recapture of 
the national honor and the decent regard of mankind— t S fc h among our self as and thr er a h 



Nor is it a lory that a President 
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has bePn murdered and we do not know who did it and why. Central in alfof this i £ 
the integrity of government. 



TtLe official investigation of the assassination -.hatefc was without integrity, 
in purpose or in performance. It was a whitewash. This is intolerable, particularly 
in s democraetie society. 

You made it po. sible. 

Having said these things, 1 must now redefine "you", for in recent months 

/*■ >» t 

some of you hove begun to assume your responsibilities. 

Not all of "you". There are still those who are little more than professional 

lickspittles, apologists for the govejmmenf' and its untenable record. Without 

J llhdlLtifU -b 



<J *7 11 UV I -J-* / 

question you repeat the hardly-disguised semi-official propaganda ou/oy 



^ f ou are part of a campaign ago ins t( Jim Garrison ?) New Orleans district 

Attorney^hTle =ks 'wn^’ what is important to all of us, to take a part of the 

s‘cry of the assassination before a judge and 8 jury. Is it that you cannot abide 

t b ~ 0 » cannot allow an untainted judicial determination of fact^ 

How many of you slanderous propaganda against those of us who 

seek the truth as we see it, that cheap nastiness of celling us "scavengers”'. 

I am o f scavenger because I persevered in the face of determined suppression- 
_ 1 /»'lL (—S' , 

I am a "scavenger" because I worked for Wye ars without income or subsidy of any 

.-cindi -:ar.< Lane is because, after a similar history on s much smaller scale, his 

boo.o was fed back to tae United States by a ^ritish publisher - isn’t it shameful 

it had to be that nay - and an mmerican publisher treated it as any other book and 

made a financial success of it- 

Those many who owe their fame and fin ncial success to the murder of the 
4 . resident, those sulti- million-dollar beneficiaries of his assassination are not 

J did tT' 

"scavengers”. Not Sch&e singer or Sorensen, or the sckmalz^3«ia«3rs^veiyn Lincoln, 
or the nanny of the childre^aS ry=£ feas. Not Congressman Word, the very first to 
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✓ S sO 



redefined " scavenger" , . 



its i-orin^ti ng 



hook arnesrsd - and U -ms ‘hp first to analvrs thp ri eT;.r 



! J) iu uJtTa^^ r{iksf^ x 

UhA. .Both abdicated "hen the ?resic 






linns t abdicated "hen the ^resident was killed, i radit ionelly it i^fhe 

printed press that has carried the torch of freedom. The first bullet of N 0 Tember 

r 

22, 1963 also knocked the torch out of the once^upstretehed hand. Not until a 
year ago was any effort made to raise it. Then it was radio, not the printed press, 
and soon TV attppor rt ^i the arm of radio. Today they are still alone, for the 
printed press has not yet faced its responsibilities and ite the shame of its own 
past. I am still so dirty a word to most papers they will not mention ny name or 
that of my books. Or those of my competitors, unless bracketed with invective. 

i't But the electronic media. has been responsible, has to a large degree faced 
its responsibilities and begun to discharge than. U undreds of thousands of TF 

viewers have seen the. Oswald-Hoveled^ pictures 1 just showed $ou, but not a single 

, rtufyr t’H A - J+& -fit- l/« UMpLtt. ^VPlo . 

newspape^r "or magazine rea&er^(JIundreds of thousands have seen the documents I 
print in facsimile in VTiITEFASH ipp »«HI'M”A2H II. To the newspapers and magazines it 
is not "news" that I ransacked from the Commission’s suppressed files the fact that 
before the assassination the FBI told people concerned about Oswald not to worry 

■vku.tr- 

about him - he was "all right”. Not a single newspaper or magazine reprinted the 
A 

suppressed FBI report that said,^. in effect, that the entire reconstruction of the 
crime by the FBI was fraudulent because the camera exposed film not at 18 frames per 

J C *? a .t-t'l'TO- Ui -pw 

second but at 24^ And not one believed it important to tell its readers that the 
/ / 

Secret Service investigation of the assassination proved to its satisfaction that 
the President was struck by two bullets and Governor C our. ally by a third that did 
not strike the Pre s i den ti^Nor do I recall a single printed publication recounting 
what I prove d by their own documents, that the FBI made its official report on the 
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murder of the President without mention of the wound in the front of .is neck 

or of the bullet that missed the motorcade entirely. 

Not a single one of the m-ny radio and TV stations over which I was able 
to"~ tB±i~"report what my investigations proved made any effort to restrict whet I 
could or could not sa^andjhch of these items that I think/ITipecisliy when on 
American Presi deni is- murd red fr a- n»-n . was. broadcast, as were facsililes of the 
photographic and documentary proof. 

If there are any of you who have not provided thede things to your listeners 
and viewers and would like to, be my guest. You 

for what is important is not the sale of ray books but the f information that is 

essential for the citizenry to kae^whot happened. 

On only one of these must I raise a restriction that may not bind most of 

_ . t Ti-i-iov i-ofp’-i'pd to 5 = th ° 'cronerty of ’Sins 7;orld— 

you. The Alt gens, picture that I earlier reared to — j 

/Tvui 

t*n — trh** — of-t/ may 



*_ s £b4°ci^1n3y I a'da 1 -aavlug 
j. ^ x> m 3 3 -t 4 ncji-Pn^T cst^i o~t rscsll 8 sinsls nswsps p6P or rn.c3gazin6 oiisu 



to this day has reported what I exposed, that this picture was placed into evidence 
a half-dozen times, each time improperly, and not a single time without being cut 
up. Kach version of the same thing was cropped, edited. The version from page 113 of 
the n epprt - look at it - is less than half of the genuine picture. 

Is this a way to investigate the assassination oi a President- Or to 

t 

report on it- 

From my experience, and not in any sense to repay your hospitality, I 
must pay a 



deserved tribute to radio. 



meeting 



the com ercisl challenge of TV and the printed presses 



.gov^ed what is often 
a 20th century^f^sir^/of the ancient and wonderful American institution of tae 
twfn meeting. /Jtf printed press grew wealthy and complacent and as the 
flickering tube diverted with sports and situation comedies, the 16ud speaker and 
the earphone have become the one mcj-r, organized source of public discussion ana 
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a '■V C 

e day. The talk /programs s-s^/wonderful, 



information on the central issues of the 
even those with the people-oaten format I despise, especially on this subject. 
They provide the author and others who want to be heard a chance to oe aesrd. 

surest 

They provide the audience a chance to decide for itself what it believes 

UUieJ zdortt'i.HjL . 

issues of current importance ✓‘y 1 

lf£L a program ^w^ong John J^ bel » one of the esrlier exploiters 
of this format, in New York op May 17. 'hen I volunteered the opinion that such 
programs^a^ecome vital in late-20th century Americans said I was trying to 



con him. 1 sincerely believe this is true, and no less sincerely believe 



lebel to 



be one of the most ill-mannered and prejudiced, ill-tempered and poorest informed 

of his new kind of "communicator". 

At the risk of slighting some I may have forgotten, I particularly 

want to single out for praise, here in '-'hio, ? hil Donahue of uHO and d ob 

f-ftytrttJ- -ft /h- p. 

Locke of ’.7FHP, both of whom a**. - among tw meet responsible moderators and efiither 

of whom I have ever met l I have been on their programs, but never ini heir studios. 

Radio is imaginative. It uses the telephone. J-t improvises, and this makes lor 

excitement and interest. I will never forget my first appearance with ^hil. He was 

still explaining the format of his show to me when he said "Oops’. V.'ete been on the 

air for two minutes!" 

Outside of uhio p ert eikrrTot ou^c-uo the wffg -f j ° - 1 ' til 1 

pay especial tribute to feck McKinney, VCAU, Philadelphia*, Jerry Williams and 
his nighttime only replacement at TBEM, Don Cannon; Harve Morgan, KC3S , San Pransisco; 

and Joe Dolan, KNEW, Oakland. 'Chile playing devil's advocate and prodding and prosing, 

|vLV-/ 

t.VlPV TT-wl ~7 rnnr 



they '•shaeVmanaged to be fair, in saying this ^ 1 must also say that they hove not 
avfays agreed with me. Joe Dolanf said some pretty unpleasant things Kay 9, after 
he signed me off and 1 could not respond, separated as m were by the width of the 






r, 



this so you will understand ±a I am genuine in insisting 



continent. - 1 make 
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that this new kind of press, this newest communication, the radio talk show, is 
already essential in our society, it is not important what the moderator thinks or 
says to provoke comment. Many could he better informed, better mannered and more 
responsible. -H is not important that they agree -ith me, for many do not and make 

this clear. 



7 'ha t is important is that they provided the fimt opportunity to take 

the unair we red questions about the assassination and its investigation uo «he 

r 

people when the printed press did not and would not. .'hat is important is that 
radio gave a chence/to those who developed the evidence disproving the official 

fiction (tcP b hei jS^ and the printed press did not. 

Whst is so very important is that the electronic up dia did pick up the 
torch of freedom of the press so long associate, with the printed word alone, 
and in so doing has, 1 believe, made possible the beginning of a new quest mr 
truth and justice, the recapture of the national honor and with it the honor 
of the press. 

■ L hus far I have said little about the assassination. That is an enormous 
subject we cannot exhaust in endless days. That time we can devote to that 1 would 
prefer to let be under ycur control to the degree a long-winded man can, by 
letting you •vok ti r e questions. 

May I suggest that if any of you wants to take issue with what I have just 

1^1,-vUeJ 

said, we begin with that'- 'Sss rl h. - n-be-.n-^ gga tly no^d e d-te a dialogue, on the 



subject and on 



Wclht 1 regard as the failure of the press. Iff we do not spend the 



rest^of the night on it, if you have any complaints or protests, let us begin with 

/ ' 



them* 




